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	PART  1: Comments


	
	Reviewer’s comment
Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.

	Author’s Feedback (Please correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.

	The study is important since it seeks to identify the relationship between adolescent sexuality and reproductive health in Mbouda, Cameroon using 4 secondary schools as a case study. The study seeks to find the factors which are associated with sexual and reproductive health in adolescent using standard scientific protocols. It creates a clarification of the factors influencing the sexual and reproductive health knowledge and access among Mbouda adolescents. This therefore makes is scientifically important since its result could be extrapolated for scientific analyses and assertions.  
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?
(If not please suggest an alternative title)

	The title is consiced, comprehensive and covers the aim and objective of the study. The title can therefore be suitable for the article.
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.

	The abstract correctly contains the background, methodology, results and conclusion. Therefore, it can be said to be comprehensive.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here. 
	The title and the protocols which was applied are scientifically replicable and correct. The manuscript is therefore scientifically correct. 
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
-
	The references are sufficient and correct. however there are a few corrections to be made.
1. In sentences with more than one citation, it is usually advised that authors arrange the in-text references from oldest to most recent. Author was inconsistent with the mode of arrangement and I advise that author maintains the referencing either in ascending order or descending order.
2. Author used many quotation marks in the text which was not referenced. quotation marks simbolizes quotatins and they should be cited. I suggest that author either expunge the quotation marks OR add citations to the quotations. 
	

	
Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?

	The language and English quality of the article is suitable for scholarly communications.




	

	Optional/General comments

	



	















	PART  2: 


	
	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s comment (if agreed with the reviewer, correct the manuscript and highlight that part in the manuscript. It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 

	Author clearly stated that the ethical protocols and approvals  were observed .
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